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Climate change over war 


Poilievre says Trudeau was treated like a 'human piñata' by NATO countries, July 12 


On one page of the Star last week, the top half of the page had a report about how Canada is being criticized 
for not meeting the two per cent guideline for NATO. In the lower half, a story reported that Canada is falling 
short in supporting renewable energy, a vital aspect of combating climate breakdown. Both of these things 
are underfunded by Canadian governments. Which need is greater 


- spending on weapons or spending to reduce climate damaging emissions? According to numerous reports, 
some from sources like the United Nations, climate change is the greatest threat to international security. Not 
war. Climate change. As well, military spending results in zero consumer goods: it's a black hole for money. 
On the other hand, spending on renewables stimulates economic activity, and results in products which save 
families and governments money. Of course, we should probably spend on both, but let's get the relative 
proportions in line with the threat levels and sharply ramp up renewables to reduce our shameful per-capita 
contribution to climate pollution. 


David Kempton, Newmarket, Ont. 


It is ironic that two detailed articles on defence spending and spending on renewable energy appear on the 
same page of the Star. The first points out how Prime Minister Justin Trudeau is being criticized for not 
meeting the two per cent (of GDP) spending NATO benchmark. The second reports how Canada is moving 
in the wrong direction, dropping to 14th place among the G20, in clean energy construction. Looking at the 
first scenario, the NATO benchmark may not be the top priority for any country. Canada in particular has a 
history of favouring peace deals over war, for which Lester Pearson got a Nobel Peace Prize. His UN 
peacekeeping proposal was warmly received even if it has not been used to the extent that it should. Our 
efforts and financial contributions should be going in that direction. As for the second, our top priority at this 
time should not be submarines or war planes but averting destructive climate change. Why are we going in 
the wrong direction when the threat of disasters is all around us and already costing billions in repairs after 
fires, floods and numerous other climate disasters? Why do we bury our heads on the sand and, instead of 
reversing the oil trend, which makes some of us rich, take the rational path to utilize the free energy that sun, 
wind and water provide? Ontario has opted for nuclear reactors which are very costly and take a long time to 
develop. It just makes no sense. | am still hoping that people will soon come to their senses and decide to 
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use diplomacy instead of war and renewables instead of oil and gas. It may sound far fetched but it's the only 
way to avoid irreparable catastrophe. 


Margarida Krause, Guelph, Ont. 


A small paragraph in Prime Minister Justin Trudeau's address to NATO mentions the creation of a "centre of 
excellence" that will research how climate change affects the security of alliance members. Is it too much to 
hope that the same centre might look at the impact of militarization and war on climate change? Surely this 
would be a good contribution to the credibility of Canada's claim to leadership on climate change. 


G.W. Byron, Toronto 


Conservative politicians, journalists and corporate lobbyists, in concert with their U.S. counterparts, are 
advocating for a massive increase in military expenditures while conveniently ignoring the trade-offs involved 
in other areas of government spending. They loudly criticize the Trudeau government for the large budget 
deficit, high cost of living and housing crisis, yet they oppose new taxes. Simultaneously, they push for 
significantly higher spending on the military. How does all this add up? It doesn't! And who benefits? 
Certainly not me or you. The push for increased military spending is a thinly veiled promotion of an austerity 
agenda that undermines our ability to address the real issues of concern to Canadians, such as the climate 
crisis, affordable housing, ensuring a livable income for all, and strengthening health, education and essential 
infrastructure. Value-driven media should delve deeper and question misleading narratives, rather than 
echoing calls that align Canada more closely with U.S. geopolitical interests. 


Ricardo Grinspun, Toronto 
Military spending should still be a priority 


Living up to our NATO obligations is long overdue. Both past Liberal and Conservative governments are to 
blame for years of massive underfunding and cuts that have left our military in the shameful position it is in. 
My son currently serves and the tales of antiquated equipment, limited supplies, and out of date carriers do 
not even scratch the surface of what is wrong. | have driven past dilapidated military housing and into bases 
that contain buildings rife with asbestos. Men and women who want to serve are kept waiting months, 
sometimes a year, to begin training because their paperwork takes too long. In this current world political 
climate it would be naive to think we will not be called to stand up. We are sending our sons and daughters 
into harm's way woefully underequipped and underprepared. To the government, | say it is your obligation to 
arm our troops with the equipment and skills they need to do the job you send them to do. This takes money. 
We will not want your thoughts and prayers and thanks for service when the fallen return, but accountability 
for why they were sent knowing they did not have the tools to do their job. It's time to step up. 


Kathy Pye, Grimsby, Ont. 


The fact NATO has always worked favourably with our national goals is proof that remaining a member is 
essential. Spending has always been a tricky matter for a nation such as ours, but our military should not to 
be ignored, nor used as a diplomatic pawn. 


Ron Bates, Cornwall, Ont. 


Canada has a long history in NATO, one we should be proud of. In these turbulent times, it's very disturbing 
and embarrassing that Canada is shirking its responsibility in funding. If Prime Minister Justin Trudeau 
stopped giving away a few million a day to every cause out there, he might be able to fulfil our commitment. 


Patricia Holland, Oshawa, Ont. 


ART Prime Minister Justin Trudeau, centre, laughs as he is welcomed by U.S. President Joe Biden, left, and North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization Secretary General Jens Stoltenberg during the official welcome ceremony at the 
NATO Summit on July 10 in Washington. 


co nato : North Atlantic Treaty Organization 


NS gcat : Political/General News | gclimt : Climate Change | genv : Natural Environment | gglobe : Global/World 
Issues | ncat : Content Types | nedc : Commentaries/Opinions | nfact : Factiva Filters | nfcpex : C&E 
Executive News Filter 


RE cana : Canada | caon : Ontario | namz : North America | toron : Toronto 


Page 2 of 3 © 2024 Factiva, Inc. All rights reserved. 


PUB Toronto Star Newspapers Limited 
AN Document TOR00000202407 18ek7i000gy 


Page 3 of 3 © 2024 Factiva, Inc. All rights reserved. 


